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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to "A 
transcoder for updating..." and "A system for.. .comprising: a transcoder..." respectively. 

However, on page 26 lines 11-13 state that "The transcoder can be implemented in 

any combination of hardware, software and firmware." A transponder implemented 
solely as software is non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-3, 7, 9, 11, 14, 15-18 and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Mukherjee and Said (HP invent literature titled Structured 
Scalable Meta-formats (SSM) for Digital Item adaptation (herein referred to as 
Mukherjee/Said) further in view of Washisu (US Patent 639321 5 B1 ) further in view of 
Green (US Patent 6600432 B2). 

2. In regards to claims 1 and 2, Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are 
pointers that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a 
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compressed bit-stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit 
stream where offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values are 
(provides support for a method for updating an offset in a bit stream subsequent to bit 
stream segment drops using a descriptor comprising descriptor data comprising a 
reference point in the bit stream and a numerical offset value from the reference point in 
the bit stream and the said reference point and said numerical offset value having eh 
ability to determine a pointer). 

3. However, Mukherjee/Said fail to teach evaluating whether the offset value has 
been dropped from the bit stream. 

4. Washisu however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Washisu teaches that 
when an offset removal is determined (determination that the offset has been dropped) 
to within a predetermined range, a correction is carried out (see column 19, lines 52- 
57). 

5. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the determination of a removal of an offset 
bit as taught by Washisu into the compressed bit-stream containing offsets as taught by 
Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do so would be to make adjustments in the bit 
stream. 

6. In further regards to claims 1 and 2, Washisu and Mukhejee/Said fail to teach, 
shifting a portion of descriptor data to the next or previous byte or setting the offset 
value to zero when the offset value has been dropped from the bit stream and having an 
indication to do so. 
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7. Green however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Green teaches byte 
offset of 0 by 400 translating into shifting the offset to the left by 3 (see column 6, lines 
1-3). 

8. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the use of shifting bits as taught by Green 
into the teachings of Washisu and Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do would be to 
provide correct shifting of the bit stream. 

9. In regards to claim 3, Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are pointers 
that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a compressed bit- 
stream. 

10. In regards to claim 7, on page 1 in the abstract section, Mukherjee/Said provide 
support for the use of XML. 

11. In regards to claims 9 and 1 1 , Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are 
pointers that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a 
compressed bit-stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit 
stream where offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values are 
(provides support for a method for updating an offset in a compressed bit stream upon 
dropping data from the compressed bit stream using a descriptor and establishing at 
least one reference point, at least one numerical offset value and at least one pointer in 
the descriptor associated with the compressed bit stream). 

12. However, Mukherjee/Said fail to teach evaluating whether the dropped data from 
the compressed bit stream comprise at least a portion of the numerical offset value. 
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13. Washisu however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Washisu teaches that 
when an offset removal is determined (determination that the offset has been dropped) 
to within a predetermined range, a correction is carried out (see column 19, lines 52- 
57). 

14. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the determination of a removal of an offset 
bit as taught by Washisu into the compressed bit-stream containing offsets as taught by 
Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do so would be to make adjustments in the bit 
stream. 

1 5. In further regards to claim 9 and 1 1 , Washisu and Mukhejee/Said fail to teach, 
adjusting at least one of the reference point and the pointer when dropped data from the 
compressed bit stream comprises at least a portion of the numerical offset value and 
shifting at the reference or the pointer value. 

16. Green however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Green teaches byte 
offset of 0 by 400 translating into shifting the offset to the left by 3 (see column 6, lines 
1-3). 

1 7. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the use of shifting bits as taught by Green 
into the teachings of Washisu and Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do would be to 
provide correct shifting of the bit stream. 

18. In regards to claim 14, on page 1 in the abstract section, Mukherjee/Said 
provides support for the use of XML. 
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19. In regards to claims 15, 17-18 and 20, Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that 
there are pointers that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a 
compressed bit-stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit 
stream where offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values are 
(provides support for a method for updating offset values associated with a compressed 
resource bit stream and a descriptor comprising offset information). 

20. However, Mukherjee/Said fail to teach evaluating whether the dropped data from 
the compressed bit stream comprise at least a portion of the numerical offset value and 
evaluating the compressed resource bit stream for the dropping of the offset value. 

21 . Washisu however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Washisu teaches that 
when an offset removal is determined (determination that the offset has been dropped) 
to within a predetermined range, a correction is carried out (see column 19, lines 52- 
57). 

22. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the determination of a removal of an offset 
bit as taught by Washisu into the compressed bit-stream containing offsets as taught by 
Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do so would be to make adjustments in the bit 
stream. 

23. In further regards to claim 15, 17-18 and 20, Washisu and Mukhejee/Said fail to 
teach, repositioning offset information when the compress resource bit stream includes 
dropped offset information from the descriptor and repositioning the reference point. 
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24. Green however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Green teaches byte 
offset of 0 by 400 translating into shifting the offset to the left by 3 (see column 6, lines 
1-3). 

25. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the use of shifting bits as taught by Green 
into the teachings of Washisu and Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do would be to 
provide correct shifting of the bit stream. 

26. In regards to claim 16, Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are pointers 
that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a compressed bit- 
stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit stream where 
offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values (reference values) are. 

27. In regards to claim 21 , on page 1 in the abstract section, Mekherjee/Said 
provides support for the use of XML. 

28. In regards to claims 22 and 23 Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are 
pointers that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a 
compressed bit-stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit 
stream where offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values are 
(provides support for a method for updating offset values associated with a compressed 
resource bit stream and a descriptor comprising offset information). 

29. However, Mukherjee/Said fail to teach evaluating whether the dropped data from 
the compressed bit stream comprise at least a portion of the numerical offset value and 
evaluating the compressed resource bit stream for the dropping of the offset value. 
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30. Washisu however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Washisu teaches that 
when an offset removal is determined (determination that the offset has been dropped) 
to within a predetermined range, a correction is carried out (see column 19, lines 52- 
57). 

31 . Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the determination of a removal of an offset 
bit as taught by Washisu into the compressed bit-stream containing offsets as taught by 
Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do so would be to make adjustments in the bit 
stream. 

32. In further regards to claims 22 and 23, Washisu and Mukhejee/Said fail to teach, 
repositioning offset information when the compress resource bit stream includes 
dropped offset information from the descriptor and repositioning the reference point. 

33. Green however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Green teaches byte 
offset of 0 by 400 translating into shifting the offset to the left by 3 (see column 6, lines 
1-3). 

34. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the use of shifting bits as taught by Green 
into the teachings of Washisu and Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do would be to 
provide correct shifting of the bit stream. 

35. In regards to claim 24, Mukherjee/Said state in section 5.3 that there are pointers 
that specify offsets to or location of other parts of the bit-stream in a compressed bit- 
stream. The resource descriptor allows specifying locations in the bit stream where 
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offsets occurs, but does not specify exactly what these values are (provides support for 
a method for updating an offset in a bit stream subsequent to bit stream segment drops 
using a descriptor comprising descriptor data comprising a reference point in the bit 
stream and a numerical offset value from the reference point in the bit stream and the 
said reference point and said numerical offset value having the ability to determine a 
pointer). 

36. However, Mukherjee/Said fail to teach evaluating whether the offset value (a 
pointer or a reference value) has been dropped from the bit stream. 

37. Washisu however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Washisu teaches that 
when an offset removal is determined (determination that the offset has been dropped) 
to within a predetermined range (bytes proximate to the pointer and the reference point 
have been removed), a correction is carried out (see column 19, lines 52-57). 

38. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the determination of a removal of an offset 
bit as taught by Washisu into the compressed bit-stream containing offsets as taught by 
Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do so would be to make adjustments in the bit 
stream. 

39. In further regards to claim 24, Washisu and Mukhejee/Said fail to teach, updating 
the numerical offset value when the pointer or the reference value or the bytes 
proximate to them have been removed. 
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40. Green however teaches the above-mentioned limitation. Green teaches byte 
offset of 0 by 400 translating into shifting the offset to the left by 3 (see column 6, lines 
1-3). 

41 . Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the use of shifting bits as taught by Green 
into the teachings of Washisu and Mukherjee/Said. The motivation to do would be to 
provide correct shifting of the bit stream. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 4-6, 8, 10, 12-13 and 19 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 2/15/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The applicant argues that in the previous response dated 7/6/2009, the 
applicant submitted Declaration under 37 C.F.R. §1 .132 which declared that the 
relevant portion of the article authored by Mukherjee et al. titled "Structured Scalable 
Metaformats (SSM) version 1 .0 for Content Agnostic Digital Item Adaptation" 
(hereinafter referred to as the "Mukherjee article") was Applicants' own work. The 
applicant further argues that the relevant portion of the Mukherjee article is the same as 
section 5.3 of the Mukherjee/Said article. However submitting the declaration under 37 
C.F.R. §1 .132 to disqualify the Mukherjee article as prior art is not sufficient to disqualify 



Application/Control Number: 10/724,285 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2466 

the Mukherjee/Said article as prior art. Therefore, the examiner maintains the rejection 
mailed on 11/16/2009 (reproduced above). 

The examiner has introduced a new rejection under 35 USC § 101 which was not 
necessitated by any amendment; thus the present action is made non-final. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAY P. PATEL whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs.: 8:00 a.m.- 6:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Ryman can be reached on (571)272-3152. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/J. P. P.I 
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